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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Zeilner (US PUB. 2004/0125800) in view of Maggenti (U.S PAT. 6,633,765). 

Consider claims 1 and 26, Zeilner teaches a method of prioritizing a voice call 
request during a data communication session with a mobile communication device, 
comprising: receiving a voice call request while a mobile communication device is 
engaged in a connected data communication service (page 1 [0010]). 

Zeilner does not explicitly show that in response to receiving the voice call 
request: causing a traffic channel of the connected data communication service to be 
torn down; and causing a voice call to be established with the mobile communication 
device. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maggenti teaches in response to receiving the 
voice call request: causing a traffic channel of the connected data communication 
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service to be torn down (col. 7 lines 54-65); and causing a voice call to be established 
with the mobile communication device (col. 8 lines 29-37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use, in response to receiving the voice call request: 
causing a traffic channel of the connected data communication service to be torn down; 
and causing a voice call to be established with the mobile communication device, as 
taught by Maggenti, in order to allow multicast transmissions to be efficiently distributed 
in a wireless network by limiting transmissions of multicast information to a subset of 
available devices in the wireless network. 

Consider claims 2 and 27, Maggenti further teaches the method is performed by 
the mobile communication device (col. 8 lines 30-38). 

Consider claim 3, Maggenti further teaches the method is performed by the 
mobile communication device and the act of receiving the voice call request further 
comprises: receiving the voice call request through a user interface of the mobile 
communication device (see fig. 7 col. 14 lines 35-48). 

Consider claims 4 and 28, Maggenti further teaches the method is performed by 
one or more servers in a wireless communication network within which the mobile 
communication device operates (col. 3 lines 26-37). 
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Consider claims 5, 16 and 29, Maggenti further teaches the act of causing the 
traffic channel to be torn down comprises the further act of causing a release order to 
be transmitted (col. 7 lines 63-65). 

Consider claims 6, 17, and 30, Maggenti further teaches the act of causing the 
traffic channel to be torn down causes the connected data communication service to 
enter into a dormant state (col. 7 lines 54-65). 

Consider claims 7 and 18, Maggenti further teaches the act of causing the traffic 
channel to be torn down causes the connected data communication service to enter into 
a dormant state (col. 7 lines 54-65); and maintaining the data communication service in 
the dormant state during the voice call (col. 7 lines 54-65). 

Consider claims 8, 1 9, and 31 , Maggenti further teaches after completion of the 
voice call, resuming data communications of the data communication service (col. 7 line 
66 through col. 8 line 11). 



Consider claims 9 and 20, Maggenti further teaches the data communication 
service involves an Internet Protocol (IP) connection (col. 7 line 66 through col. 8 line 
11). 
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Consider claims 10, 21 and 32, Maggenti further teaches maintaining an Internet 
Protocol (IP) connection for the data communication service after causing the traffic 
channel to be torn down and the voice call to be established (col. 7 line 66 through col. 
8 line 11). 

Consider claims 1 1 and 22, Maggenti further teaches the data communication 
service involves a Point-to-Point Protocol (PPP) connection (col. 3 line 54 through col. 4 
line 2). 

Consider claims 12, 23 and 33, Maggenti further teaches maintaining a Point-to- 
Point Protocol (PPP) connection of the data communication service after causing the 
traffic channel to be torn down and the voice call to be established (col. 7 lines 54-65). 

Consider claims 13 and 24, Maggenti further teaches the data communication 
service comprises e-mail message communication (col. 3 lines 62-66). 

Consider claims 14 and 25, Maggenti further teaches the data communication 
service comprises Internet data communication (col. 3 lines 62-66). 

Consider claim 15, Zellner teaches a mobile communication device, comprising: 
a user interface; one or more processors coupled to the user interface; a wireless 
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transceiver coupled to the one or more processors; the one or more processors being 
operative to receive a voice call request through the user interface (page 1 [0010]). 

Zellner does not explicitly show that the one or more processors being further 
operative to perform the following acts in response to the voice call request: cause a 
traffic channel of the connected data communication service to be torn down; and cause 
a voice call to be established with the mobile communication device with use of the 
wireless transceiver. 

In the same field of endeavor, Maggenti teaches the one or more processors 
being further operative to perform the following acts in response to the voice call 
request: cause a traffic channel of the connected data communication service to be torn 
down (col. 7 lines 54-65); and cause a voice call to be established with the mobile 
communication device with use of the wireless transceiver (col. 8 lines 29-37). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use, the one or more processors being further operative 
to perform the following acts in response to the voice call request: cause a traffic 
channel of the connected data communication service to be torn down; and cause a 
voice call to be established with the mobile communication device with use of the 
wireless transceiver, as taught by Maggenti, in order to allow multicast transmissions to 
be efficiently distributed in a wireless network by limiting transmissions of multicast 
information to a subset of available devices in the wireless network. 
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Consider claim 32, Maggenti further teaches the computer instructions are further 
executable for maintaining an Internet Protocol (IP) connection of the data 
communication service after causing the traffic channel to be torn down and the voice 
call to be established. 

Consider claim 33, Maggenti further teaches the computer instructions are further 
executable for maintaining a Point-to-Point Protocol (PPP) connection of the data 
communication service after causing the traffic channel to be torn down and the voice 
call to be established. 

Conclusion 

3. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Mail Stop (Explanation, e.g., Amendment or After-final, etc.) 

Commissioner for Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Facsimile responses should be faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Customer Service Window 

Randolph Building 
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401 Dulany Street 



Alexandria, VA 22313 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan H. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8329. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00Am - 5:00Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Maung Nay A. can be reached on (571) 272-7882. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information Consider the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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